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avoided vanity, snobbery and jealousy partly by retreating
from various regions of human activity, whereas Davy was
afflicted by them because he entered these regions. We
can admire Faraday's caution, but we can sympathize with
Davy's gallant failures to find positive solutions to problems
in the life of a complete human personality.
Like all other great figures in history, Faraday had the
qualities through which the tendencies of his time found
expression.   His family were craftsmen, his father being a
blacksmith.    He  belonged  to  a  social  class  possessing
creative initiative at the beginning of the industrial revolu-
tion,    George Stephenson was a classical example of a
member of this class.    Like the majority of the leaders of
capitalist development, Faraday was a Nonconformist.   He
was Nonconformist almost to the point of caricature, as
he was a member of the small sect of Sandemanians.   Again,
like the nineteenth-century manufacturers he believed in
individual  competition; and again,  in his work he was
individualistic almost to the point of caricature.'-•• He never
had a research assistant, and created no school.    Though
his inability to collaborate was inherent in his personality
and habits, he sought conscientiously for a genius'to con-
tinue the direction of the researches at the Royal Institution.
His individualism was powerfully reinforced by the ex-
clusiveness of his sectarian views.   His sect was very small
in membership, and its strictness contracted the circle of
possible intimates, for one could not be both Sandemanian
and social.   Thus Faraday could ignore the social life and
conserve his energy for research.   Professor R. H. Tawney
and other social  historians have discussed  the relations
between religion and the rise of capitalism, and have shown
how the mentality of the Puritan was consonant with the
saving habits of the embryo capitalist.    In Faraday one
notices the connection between the dissenting mind, and
the development of experimental inquiry.    One wonders,
too, how much his discoveries were due to class-difference.
Though  he  trained  himself remarkably,   he  was  never
assimilated  by the  leisured  educated  class;  in  this  he
differed from Davy, who ^Jso wa$ the $pn of a craftsman,

